188         THE VANITY OF PHILOSOPHISING.

velopment of scholastic philosophy in the middle
ages showed only how far unlimited ingenuity and
subtlety may lead in the wrong direction, if it starts
with mistaken principles. It ended by upsetting the
doctrines which it attempted to prove, and had finally
to commit suicide, or fall before the insurrection
of living thought. The great men who revolted
against its tyranny in its later stages constructed
new systems, which, to them, seemed demonstrable,
but which, to us, are already untenable. We cannot
accept Descartes, or Spinoza, or Leibnitz, or Bacon,
or Hobbes, or Locke, as giving satisfactory or even
coherent systems, or as having done more than lead to
the thorough scepticism of Hume. If Kant presented
one solution of the difficulties in which philosophy
was landed, we have still to ask what precisely Kant
meant; whether his criticism was simply all-de-
structive, or really left anything standing, and, if so,
what it left standing; and who represents the proper
line of development. Shall we, with Schopenhauer,
pronounce Hegel to be a thorough impostor ? and, if
so, can we seriously accept Schopenhauer's own
system ? If, here and there, some people accept his
theories for literary purposes, nobody will maintain
that they rest upon any permanently settled founda-
tion. If, again, we believe in Hegel, we have to
make out what we mean by believing in Hegel, and